U.S. Sen. Jeff Bingaman On North American Free Trade Agreement by Ranieri, Steven
University of New Mexico
UNM Digital Repository
SourceMex Latin America Digital Beat (LADB)
12-4-1991
U.S. Sen. Jeff Bingaman On North American Free
Trade Agreement
Steven Ranieri
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalrepository.unm.edu/sourcemex
This Article is brought to you for free and open access by the Latin America Digital Beat (LADB) at UNM Digital Repository. It has been accepted for
inclusion in SourceMex by an authorized administrator of UNM Digital Repository. For more information, please contact amywinter@unm.edu.
Recommended Citation
Ranieri, Steven. "U.S. Sen. Jeff Bingaman On North American Free Trade Agreement." (1991). https://digitalrepository.unm.edu/
sourcemex/1184
LADB Article Id:  063759
ISSN:  1054-8890
©2011  The University of New Mexico,
Latin American & Iberian Institute.
All rights reserved. Page 1 of 2
U.S. Sen. Jeff Bingaman On North American Free Trade
Agreement
by Steven Ranieri
Category/Department:  General
Published:  Wednesday, December 4, 1991
[Appearing below are excerpts from an interview published in the October/November 1991 issue
of Border Trax magazine, titled, "The State of Enchantment: New Mexico's Jeff Bingaman."] First
elected to the US Senate in 1982, Senator Jeff Bingaman was reelected in 1988. At present, Bingaman
chairs the Mineral Resources Development and Production Subcommittee, and services on the
Armed Services, Ethics, and Labor and Human Resources Committees. Q: Senator, you voted
in favor of granting President Bush "fast track" authority, yet you have some serious questions
regarding a free trade agreement. Why did you support "fast track" in light of your concerns? A:
I voted for the fast track authority first and foremost because I believe that the United States, and
especially border states, can and should benefit from increased trade with Mexico. Although I had
numerous concerns about granting fast track authority, I believed that denying such authority would
also have denied us the opportunity to increase trade with Mexico, and from North America to other
regions of the world. I also felt that the fast track was necessary for the successful completion of the
Uruguay Round of the General Agreement on Tariffs & Trade (GATT) talks. Q: Would you please
enumerate the concerns you have about a free trade agreement. A: Frankly, I was frustrated by the
administration's apparent support of the free trade agreement as an alternative to dealing with this
nation's substantial economic problems. I thought the debate on this issue should have been about
the need to invest in America's industrial base, and about building prosperity throughout America.
Most importantly, perhaps, the debate should have been about reducing the huge trade deficits that
the United States has accumulated over the last decade, by increasing productivity and creating
a North American trading bloc to compete with its Asian and European counterparts. Instead,
the administration seemed to be exclusively supporting the pursuit of short term gains through
the relocation of American firms to Mexico. Furthermore, there seemed to be little indication that
the administration would take steps to ensure that Mexico did not become a launching platform
for corporations of other nations to gain access to the American market. Q: Do you feel the Bush
administration is adequately addressing your concerns thus far in the negotiating process? A:
Because the extension of the fast track authority was a close vote, the Bush administration did agree
to address some of the concerns that I and other members of Congress raised during the fast track
debate. I understand that the Department of Labor is working with its counterpart in Mexico to
study the effects of NAFTA on workers in both the United States and Mexico. Hearings were also
held along the border in September to address some of the environmental concerns raised. I am
encouraged by these signs of progress but I think we will need to wait and see what the final trade
agreement contains before deciding whether the concerns raised by myself and others have been
adequately addressed. Q: You recently announced that federal funds were being allocated for a
new road along the US-Mexico border between Sunland Park and Columbus, New Mexico. Do you
foresee more federal assistance in the development of infrastructure needs along the border? A: I
was very pleased that the Senate approved my request for funds for the paving of the Columbus/
Anapra Road. That road is going to be very important to New Mexico's success in increasing trade.
I think it is also a prototype of the sort of partnership between federal, state, and local governments
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that we are going to need to develop infrastructure on the border. The US-Mexico border region
is one of the fastest growing in the nation. Unfortunately, it is also one of the poorest. We simply
must find ways for border communities to develop infrastructure through the creation of a border
commission and the coordination of education, health, and infrastructure development... Q: How
can New Mexico best position itself to take advantage of liberalized trade policies? A: New Mexico
has not been a leader in trade with Mexico since its pre-statehood days. I believe that part of the
reason for this situation is that we have never had a border crossing near a major Mexican city. I
am pleased that the border crossing at Santa Teresa/San Geronimo has been approved by both
governments, and I am hopeful that a crossing at Sunland Park/Anapra will be approved soon. I
think these border crossings will greatly facilitate trade between Mexico and New Mexico. I also
think that New Mexico's trade capacity could be increased by installing its own Customs district.
Because New Mexico is the only border state without one, I have asked the Customs Service
commissioner to look into creating a New Mexico district. I am very pleased with the efforts the state
of New Mexico has made to increase trade. At the suggestion of the Border Business Task Force, the
Economic Development Department's trade division has organized trade missions for New Mexican
businesspeople to Mexico. The state is also opening a trade office in Mexico City, which I think
will help tremendously, and has created a Border Development Authority to fund infrastructure
development. Finally, the state is assigning a trade specialist to the border to work on increasing
trade with Mexico. Ultimately, though, increased trade with Mexico is dependent on viable New
Mexican businesses wanting to trade with Mexico and being able to get the information they need
to do so. I think that the New Mexico Border Business Task Force, which I helped establish, is an
excellent information tool for businesses wishing to trade in Mexico. BorderNet, a computer network
available at all of the 17 Small Business Development Centers (SBDCs) throughout the state, is
another excellent source of information for businesses, as are publications like Border Trax. Q: What
do you feel New Mexico offers to businesses wanting to locate along the border that other border
states don't? A: New Mexico offers many advantages to businesses. The cost of doing business
here is certainly competitive. We have an able and productive workforce, and a large bilingual
population. Furthermore, when we open our new border crossings, we will have uncongested
land crossings into Cd. Juarez, one of the biggest industrial cities in Mexico...New Mexico has long
been lauded for extensive technological resources. These resources are a tremendous asset for
businesses thinking about locating along the border region. Q: In your view, what is the time line on
a trade agreement and implementation? A: The US Trade Representative has informed me that she
intends to complete work on NAFTA prior to June 30, 1993, when the fast track approval granted by
Congress earlier this year expires. I am under the impression that implementation of the agreement
would follow within a year or so of congressional approval. Of course, many of the agreement's
provisions are likely to be phased in over a relatively long period of time, such as the elimination of
tariffs.
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